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ATHANASIUS 


Convicted of ForGERY. 


In a Letter, &c. 


S 7 R, 


Ince you have been pleas’d to take fo 
much Notice of thofe few Pages in 
my Hiftorical Preface, which contain 

fome Reafons for that Su/piciow I had enter- 
tain’d as to the Sincerity of Athanafius, and k 
have been alfo pleas’d to endeavour to vin- | 
dicate his Reputation in an entire Book ; 
[ written, as it feems to me, much after the 
way of him whom you defend ;] I prefume 
to fend you the following not Comjectural Suf- 
picion, but Certain Account of an evident Inter- 
polation or Forgery of his ; and this in one of 
thofe you will own to be the moft Funda- 
mental Articles of our Religion. And that | 
you may not think it a contemptible Difco- . 
very, on account of its Author, I muft in- | 
form you that it is very little owing to my 
felf ; but chiefly to Two other Learned and 
Judicious Perfons : From. the one of which 
I received the firft Intimation, and feveral 
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of the Proofs for this Interpolation ; and 
from the other, the farther Examination, 
and almoft all the remaining Evidence there- 
of ; and-the fixing that Interpolation upon 
its. true Author,..the famous Athanafius: Yee, 
that the Reader may not fear being himfelf 
impos'd upon herein, I have taken the pains 
my felf to fearch out.the Teftimonies. and 
Quotations reterr’d to by them; and have 
added fome. few new ones, with feveral ad- 
ditional Obfervations and Corollaries of my 
own, for his more compleat Satisfaction. 

But becaufe, Sir, you may probably ex- 
pect that upon fuch an Occafion I fhould let 
you know fome of my Thoughts upon your 
former Anfwer to my Sulpicions concerning the 
fame Athanafies, I will fo long delay this my 
main Defign, as to endeavour to give you 
Satisfaction jn that Matter: Which I thall-do 
under thefe Preliminary Obfervations , and the 
fucceeding Reflections. 


Cx.) I obferve that you all along require 
full Proof, and undoubted Evidence, where I fet 
down my Thoughts only under the Notion 
of Su{picions. “Sure I may have fufficient 
Foundation, vehemently to {u/pect a Perfon’s 
integrity, and to guard my felf againft any 
ill Defigns he may have upon me, without 
being able fully to demonstrate him guilty of 
Knavery, ina Court of Juftice : Efpecially 
when the World knows, that the Athanafians 
have long ago dropp’d or fupprefs’d thofe op- 
pofite Arian Accounts, and many of thofe 
Original Records, which were likely to tend 
fo, much to their Difadvantage ; and which 
yet muft in general be abfolutely neceflary 
| : | in 


(3) 


in fuch a Method of demonftrative Evidenee, 
or legal Conviction. ave 


(2.) LT obferve, that Athanafius’s Pleas and 
Accounts are not early enough for.our Satif- 
faction in thefe Matters; as beginning not 
till about 29 Years after the Council:of Nice, 
and about 14 after thofe of Tyre, ferufalem, 
and Conféantinople; when the Affairs of tAda7= 


cellus and Athanafius, fo far as they are of any 


great Importance, and relate to the Original 
Arian Controverly , were chiefly concern’d. 
Nor doI fee any other Occafion for that long 
silence, but this; That they and their Opi- 
nions were almoft funk, during a great part 
of that Interval, in all the Eafern Parts’; 
and that, if the Church of Rome had not 
fupported them, we had heard but little more 
either of them, or their pernicious Doétrines, 
to this very day. 


_.(3.) I obferve, that the Vindications of 
Athanafius depend generally upon the fingle 
AutHority of Athanafins, either at the firft or 
fecond hand ; and muft ftand or fall with it. 
Thus, where Bafil, Nzzianzen, Socrates, or the 
like Athanafians, either very probably might 
have, or certainly had their Accounts from 
Athanafius , yet do the Orthodox quote them 
commonly as diftin& Authentick Witnefies, 
for his Vindication. 
Now this, in the Cafe of Socrates at leaft 
] L. 


efteem’d by all impartial Judges a grofs Impo- 
fition ; fince himfelf largely and fully affure 
us, that he alter’d thefe Parts of his Hiftory 
which he at firft had chiefly taken out 
jinus , to accommodate it to the Accounts of 
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Athanafiuss and that he did not add the Go- 
pies of his Records till then. Sozomen ap- 
pears confiderably to follow Socrates ; and by 
Confequence Athanafins, whom he followed: 
And even Theodorit, who has been the moft 
diligent, and faithful, and produc’d many 
things that were omitted by the reft, and 
among them not a few Copies of Original 
Records, does not feldom follow and tran- 
{cribe from Athanafius alfo. This Obfervation 
isa mighty weakning to their Atteftation on 
his behalf; as it is a great ftrengthening to 
the fame Perfons Atteftations whenever they 
appear againft him. So that indeed the an- 
cienter, but more inaccurate Rufus; and the 
Jater, but more accurate Theodorit, are plainly 
the moft valuable Hiftorians , as to this Mat- 
ter; and that of the Two others, Sozomen is 
of the next Authority, and Socrates of the 
leaft: Yet fo that none of their Teftimonies 
are to be compared with any Genuine Re- 
mains of Exfebius , or any fuch Original and 
Contemporary Writer ; as is moft highly rea- 
fonable on fuch an Occafion. And when once 
the Athanafians will condef{cend to this equitable 
way of Enquiry about their Leader, we will 
join Iffue with them immediately. Tho’ I 
cannot but believe the Learned among the 
Athanafians are too fenfible what will be the 
Confequence of fuch a fair Method of En- 
quiry, about his Charaé&er and Reputation, 
to admit it ; till they begin to be difpos’d to 
give up that his Character and Reputation 
tor ever. However, when once the Ortho- 
dox will publickly put the Matter upon this 
Foot,Idurft undertake publickly to fatisfy them 
& theWorld,as to thelgnorance,Knavery,and 
Forgeries of Athanafias ; how averfe foever I 
am 


am otherwife to any great Enquiries into the 
unhappy State of Things in and after chat 
Fourth Centuty of the Church. But if they 
perfift to refufe this Method of Procedure, 
tis to little Purpofe to argue with them con- 
cerning him. However, 


(4.) Lobferve farther, That when Athanas 
fius fays the weakeft and moft incredible 
Things poffible for himfelf, yet do his Advo- 
cates eagerly take them up, and oblige us to 
believe them, without any other Original 
Authority. Thus he tells us, that Arfesins 


was alive and unhurt, when he was accus’d 5,. 4). 
publickly of having murderd him, and cut fwer, p45, 
off his Hand; and he produces the Empe- &c 


rors Letter to confirm it. I ftill think this an 
incredible Story ; and want fome Teftimony 
diftinét from that of Arhanafivs, that it was 
certainly known the true Arfenivs was then 
alive and unhurt; and that the Emperor 
wrote that Letter tohim. ‘Yet does there no 
fuch Evidence appear, but rather the contra- 
ry. Swcrates indeed fays, that this Arfenius was 
forced to fign the very Sentence of Dejofiti- 
on again{t Athanafins, at this very Synod of 
Tyre, where he had been oblig’d publickly to 
appear, and fo to confute the Accufatios 
that he was murder’d. This does not well 
agree with the Circumftances in Arhanafius. 
“Tis pity however, that we have not the Au- 
thentick Ads of that Council to fee how well 
they would confirm this Arhanajian Story : 
which I own I am not yet able to believe. 


Athanafius-alfo tells us, that the Deputies of P. 51: 


the fameSynod,when they came on purpofe to 
give the EmperorCon/tantine an. Account of the 
€rimes for which they had depos’d Arhanafius 
wholly 
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(6) 
wholly omitted the Mention of any of them; 
and only accus'd him of an Attempt to hind: 
der the Tranfportation of Corn to Con/tanti- 
nople. Were alfo do I want fome better Evi- 
dence than Athanafins’s for fo ftrange a thine; 
efpecially when he. was the Criminal, and 
engag’d to palliate his own Male-Adminiftra- 
tion, and to ftifle the Accufations he lay un- 
der. Infhort, many of thefe Athanafian Stoz 
ries are fo aukward and improbable, that I 
cannot but fufpend my Affent in thefe Cafes; 
and entertain violent Su/picions, while I per- 
ceive there is at the Bottom nothing but Atha- 
nafius’s own. Affirmation inthe Cafe. Nay, 
when Baj/il himfelf mentions Dionyfiusof Alex- 
andria,as at lait favouring the Con/ubftantiality, 
the Circumftances & Contentsof his Paflages 
feem to me fo fairly to imply, that he had this 
Account from Athanafius; in whom it is, that 
he cannot, I think, be alledg’d with any Af- 
furance as a feparate WitnefS from him in 
that Matter. Much lefs can Eufebias’s Men- 

tion of fome of his Letters to his Name-fake 

of Rome, about the Sabellian Herefy, be quo- 
ted to confirm the fame: fince there is nor 
the leaft Hint in him , thac they really ¢on- 
taind fuch Things as <Athenafius cites from 
them. So that ftrll chis whole Story does not 
yet appear to be fupported by any other Au- 
thority, but that of Athanafiass and fo it Gg 
highly to be fufpeced, efpecially fince we 
know that it contains fuch a Teftimony for 
the Confubftantiality, as no where elfe ap- 
pears fo early; as is contrary to the Council 
ot Antioch aflembled about that very time ; 
and contradicts the undoubted former Do- 
é&rine of the fame Dionysius: 


(5.) Lobferve, that not only the Accounts 
of the known Arians, when we meet! with 
them ; do frequently contradi& thofe of .A- 
thanafins ; but the other more authentick Ac- 
counts do fo too : I mean thofe of Eufebius, 
Epiphanius, Rufinus, Hilary, Phebadius, Faufti« 
nus, and Marcellinus ; nay, not feldom thofe 
of “Socrates, Sozomen, and Theodorit alfo; al- 
tho’ they were almoft all of them <Athana- 
fans. 

I.do not here infift on Philoftorgins, the 
Arian Hiftorian , as probably himfelf an in- 
accurate and partial Writer; if Photius has 
given us a faithful Epitome of his Hiftory. 
Tho’ I muft expe&, that wherever Athana- 
fassown Teftimony is admitted for himfelf, 
that of Pbiloftorgius'be not refus’d againtt 
him; fince he cannot be fufpeéd to be 
more prejudic’'d on one Side,’ than the for- 
mer was on the other. 


(6.) Lobferve, that the beft way for Satif- 
faction in all Cafes, is the Perufal of the O- 
riginal Books and Pafflages themfelves, and 
not of thofe Accounts of them, which’ mo- 
dern Party-men afford us from them. - And 
to fuch an original Pernfal tis, that I ap- 
peal on all Occafions. 

Thus, in order to form a true Judgement 
whether <Arhanafids reafons ftronely againft 
the Arians or not, 1 defire the Honeft and 
Judicious Reader to perufe his Orations and. 
Difcourfes again{t them himfelf, and not to 
take even Photius’s Word for it. No more 
thanja Wife Man in our Age would take the 
Word of a Zealous Papift for Bellarmin’s, of 
a Violent Lutheran for Luther's; or of a Ri- 
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(3) 
gid Calvinift for Calvin's Strength’ of Reafon- 
ing on the like Occafion. 

Thus, whether Athanafius’s youthful Trea- 
tifes, Contra Gentes, and De Incarnatione Verbi, 
do moft favour the Notions and’ Language 
of the Aréans, or of the Athanafians ; 1-defire 
the impartial Enquirer to fatisfy himfelf, by 
his own Perufal of them ; and not to: take 
any Athanafian Reprefentation in that Gafe. 

Thus 1 beg of the impartial Examiner, 
that he will read the Three Epiftles of Atha- 
nafius to the Bifhops of Egypt arid Libya, to 
Apion or Serapion, and to the Monks, before 
he fuffers himfelf to be put upon by this 
Writer, and believes that he had no Regard 
to the Story of Arius’s Death, when he was 
fo follicitous that no Copies fhould be taken 
of the two laft-mention’d, but firft-written 
Letters, wherein that Story is contain’d. [I 
fay jirft-written Letters, whatever the Editors 
and others {uppofe, merely to prevent Atha- 
nafius’s Inconfiftency with himfelf ; as the 
plaineft Chronological Charaéter of 36 Years 
after the Condemnation of Arias by the Coun= 
cil of Nice, therein mention’d , does imply. 
I alfo infift on the like Perufal of thofe Let- 
ters, ere it is believ’d that either the Bifhops 
of Egypt and Libya, or. Serapion, with his 
Difputants, had ever heard of that Story be- 
fore, tho’ the Monks had; and that it may 
be confider’'d, how little it tends to thé Re- 
putation thereof, that the very Bifhops, as 
well as others, fhould {carce know any thing 
of it, at a time when the Monks were fo 
much better acquainted with it in the Deferts. 

Thus, whether the Stile and Language of 
the Citations Athanafies makes, from his pre- 
tended Copies of Dioxyfins of Alexandria’s 

Letters 


4 ? ; 
Nile Tg 8 _ | 


(9) 


Letters to Dionyfiuns of Rome, be agreeable to 
the Age of Diomyfius, I expect the Honett 
Reader fhould himfelf read them in Athana- 
fius, and compare them not only with the 
Doétrine of Dionyfius, as deliver’d froma 
compleatKnowledge of hisWorks by Ba/i! ; but 
with the Stile of all the more certain Con- 
temporary Pieces now extant. In particular, 
I defire fome certain Parallel fo early to this 
following Paffage, which the Benedicins have 
now firft reftor’d from the MSS. ; and which, 
in their Preface, they fay, ought to be written 
in Letters of Gold ; ow pt iets eis ve F rerdde 
P wovddu manyvousy, cddratesrov’ xy 7 rerdde mbrw 
dudany els P povdd. ovryuparausucse, Accord- 
ingly we extend the Unity into the Trinity, with- 
out Divifion ; And again we conjoin the Trinity 
into the Unity, without Diminution. Tho’ in- 
deed that high Expreffion of the Editors is 
a plain Sign, that this is not the ufual Lan- 
guage of that Age ; otherwife there would 
be no great Occafion for fetting fo high a 
Value on the Paffage before us. 

Thus alfo, whether Hilary and Phebadius 
agree With Athanajfius’s Account of the Fal 
of Hofius , I defire their own Words may be 
read as they wrote them ; and that no other 
partial and prejudic’d Reprefentacion may be 
allow’d to be of any Authority. And that 
the like original’ Account in Fauftinus’s and 
Marcellinus’s Vetter to the Emperors, about 
Hofius’s Charaéter when he died, in Contra- 
didion to Athanafius, may bea little confi- 
derd; tho’ Mr. Tdirlby, by calling them tao 
violent Luciferian Schifmaticks , endeavours to 
fet their Authority afide immediately. 
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In Reality, fo far as I can judge of that E- 
minent Perfon’s Condué. in thefe Matters ; 
As he diflik’d the Rath and Novel Expreffions 
of Arius, and his peculiar Followers; and 
thereupon heartily join’d againft them, both 
at and after the Council of Nice; fo did he 
in fome time, join heartily againtt Athanafius 
and his Followers, when he perceiv’d they 
took Occafion from the Condemnation of the 
former. to introduce a more Dangerous He- 
refy on the other Extreme. Which, by the 
way , feems to me to have been. the very 
Cale, as to the Condu@ of Con/tantine the 


Emperor alfo, in the fame Matter. But to 
return. . 


(7.) Lobferve, that the Miracles of. An- 
thony the Monk , and of others that fucceed- 
ed in great Numbers, are fo unlike the.-true 
ones of Chrift and his Apoftles, and fo like 
thofe wonders of a lye, foretold to be current 
under Antichrift; have fo evidently tended 
to {upport Notions and Pra@ices that have 
no Foundations in the Earlieft Antiquity ; 
were firft pretended to at.a time when the old 
Miracles of the Gofpel were fo far ceas’d ; 
and generally belong’d to fuch Defert. Places 
where little good Evidence was to be expe@- 
ed; andare faid to be chiefly done among fuch 
ignorant and fuperftitious Monks, that there 
is the greateft Occafion imaginable for Su/pi- 
cion about them ; and by confequence about 
their Grand Hiftorian Athanafius. And if the 
Honeft Reader will obferve it,. the lateft Ad- 
mirers, Abridgers, and Publithers of Athana- 
fius’s Works , do commonly appear very un- 
cafy at this Life of Avthony ; and very wil- 
ling, were not its Genuinenefs undeniable, 
to 
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to drop it among the Spurious Writings afcri- 
bed to him. 

However, before the Reader pafs over 
this great Reafon for Su/picion, I mutt beg i 
of him to perufe that Life ,» ere he fixes his i) 
Opinion : And if he be thereupon fatisfy’d | 
that all was really true and divine, 1 thall 
give him leave to fuppofe Athanafius to be en- 
tirely honeft, and innocent ; only upon this 
equal Condition, that he will alfo. declare 
that he as firmly believes fuch Miracles in the 
Church of Rome, as are much of the fame 


Nature, and not worfe atrefted to than the Ve 
other. 


(8.) I obferve, that when the Athanafians 
alledge any Fathers or Synods on their Side, 
their Authority is prefently facred; and 2 
mighty Noife is made, if the Arians happen 
to be diffatisfy’d at any of their Language or 
Proceedings. While, if the Arians quote 
any the like Authorities on their Side ,. as 
they may that of almoft all the Astenicene Fa- 9 
thers ; with that of + many Councils, efpeci- 
ally of the Council of Antioch in the Third, 
and feveral of the fame Place in the Fourth i 
Century ; of Zyre, of “Ferufalem, of Conftan- | 
tinople, of Seleucia, and Ariminum ; ( the two 
laft of which were contemporary, and in 
effect. one Council ; and were indeed much 
the moft Numerous Body of Chriftian Bi- 
fhops, from both the Eaf and Weft, that ever 
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met together about thefe Matters:) their 
Characters are gone, and the very Synods 
are abus'd and expos’, as rather Heretical 
Conventicles , than Famous Councils of the 
Church. 
For Example: ‘The Synod of Tyre is, 
with Mr. Zdirlby , by no means a true Ec- 
* clefiaftical Synod ; but only a Cabal of 
* 60 outragious Party-men ; a Confpiracy 
* rather than a Council ; a Convention of 
* Hereticks , fitting in Inquifition upon the 
© Orthodox Athanafius. And fomewhat the 
like Character do the Orthodox give the 
Writers and Councils that were againft them 
perpetually ; without any other tolerable 
Foundation than this, that they were againft 
Athanafius and his Proceedings. And this they 
do, even in Cafes where all their Evidence 
depends ontheCriminal’s own fingleAccounts, 
again{ft Entire Councils of Bifhops, who 
heard his Caufe, and after fuch Hearing con- 
demned him. Now, till the Writers on that 
Side will put on fome more Impartiality on 
fuch Occafions, tis perfe@ly in vain to de- 
bate Matters of this Nature with them; and 
they muft ever believe that Athanafius was a 
fair honeft Man, becaufe himfelf, and thofe 
that fay after him, do not tell them that he 
was 4 Kuave. 

Thefe-Obfervations premis’d , I make the 
following Reflections on Mr. Thirlby’s Anfwers ; 
and that fomewhat in his own way. For if 
I may but allow my felf a little of his Liber- 
ty of reprefenting Things, or of putting Co- 
lours upon them, the Sum of his Anfwers to 
my Seventeen Sufpicions comes to this : 


(1.) That 


¢ 


(1.) That Party-men, and violent Party- 
men, may {till not be great Knaves; efpe- 
cially if they be perfecuted. [ Not confider- 
ing that Arius will on both thefe Accounts 
have an equal Title to Integrity with Atha- 
nafius hirfelf. | 


(2.) That the Athanafians, who alter’d the 
Language and Practices of Chriftians, be- 
caufe they do not tell us they intended to al- 
ter the Faith it felf, are not to be efteemed 
dangerous to the Church. This will certainly 
vindicate all the Hereticks in the World ; 
who, to be fure, will not dire@ly tell us they 
intend to alter the Faith it (elf ; while the Ho- 
neft Chriftian will ftill think, that the fureft 
way of preventing the Alteration of the 
Faith it felf, is not to alter either the Lan- 
guage or Prattices of the Gofpel: Both which 
the Athanafians moft certainly did. But that 
“A Creed is not at all the worfe for being a 
© contefted one, as Mr. Thirlby affirms , I 
hope he will find few good Chriftians in this 
Age ; excepting fome through-pac’d Atha- 
nafians, that will believe him. 


(3.) Mr. Thirlby pleads, that my CharaGer 
of Athanafius is falfe; becaufe tis not agree- 
able to his own Accounts of himfelf, and to 
the Opinian his own Party have long had of 
him. 


(4.) That Epiphanius’s Account of the Ori- 
gin of the Melitians muft be falfe ; becaufe 
*tis probable ic came from themfelves ; and 
the contrary Account muft be true, becaufe 
it comes from Athana/fins, 
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(s:) ‘That tho’ Athanafius’s firtt Treatifes 
have not much that is like the Athanafian 
Notions and Language afterward ; yet are 
we to fuppofe that they mean. the fame 
Things; becaufe they were written by A. 
thanafius, who cannot be fuppos’d ever to 
have contradicted himfelf in thefe Matters. 


(6.). That tho’ the Arians did a long time 
publickly accufe Athanafius of the Murder of 
Arfenius 3. and that perhaps after the Time 
when he fays he had openly produc’d him 
alive: And tho’ that Emperor, whofe pre- 
tended Letter expreffes his Surprize at. that 
Impudence of his Adverfaries, foon banifh’d 
him notwichftanding ; yet are Athanafius and 
his Followers to be believed, that he was cer< 
tainly then alive, and that Letter of the Em- 
peror genuine. 


(7.) Athanafins’s Account of Azthony’s Mi- 
racies is not to be fufpected, fince it does not 
dire&tly tell you they were to ferve the Turn 
of a Party; and fince many Admirers of /4- 
thanafivs, and of Monkery, tell us feverak 
Stories, as well attefted, of the like Miracles 
done by others afterwards; efpecially fince 
the apparent Inconfiftencies therein, may by 
fome artful Turns be tolerably reconcil’d, or 
excusd. | 


(8.) Tho’ Eufebius’s Charaéer of the prin- 
cipal Arians be contrary to that of Atha- 
nafias, yetisthe latter, who was Orthodox, 
more to be believ’d than the former , who 
was a fort of Arian. And if Marcellus, the 
Companion of Athanafins, wasan Heretick, 
we 


(:15') 
we'are to own that Arhanafus at laft difcard- 


ed him as fuch: But if he was not, we 
may belie eve that he ever fupported him. 


(9) That wemuft believe: Arius died by 
4 Divine Stroke} -notwithftanding the Uns 
certainty of the? ‘Acéounts’; theChronolo- 
sical Inconfiftencies } the-AriansoDenyal of 
it;theno Meition of it in 20-Years by any 
body » hor in’4o Years’ by’ any bit Ath ana/iz 
ns'-and he only‘on Macarius’s Informations 
the Unacquaintednefs of the Bifhops of Egypt 
and Lybia, efpecially of Serapion and his Dif- 
putants , 
ward written by Athanafius to them’; and this 
in the very Coutitrey to which Arias ‘belong’ ds 
and while rhe firft Accounts were: not. to! be 
cran{erib’d, “but return’d fafesto the Author. 
Thacis, we muft believe fuchsa ttrange:E+ 
vent upon the weakeft Evidence imaginable, 


72-0082, 


‘with i¢5° till ic was foilong after- .. 


and this of violent Enemies-only ;) which in _. 


other’ parallel’ Cafes we fhould. hardly be* 
lievé upon the ftrongeft Teftimony of the 
inoft impartial: Perfons. 


(103) Gx): (12 9) (+7) Gs) We mutt be! 
iteve Athanafins’s Authority to°be fo facred 
and inviolable jthat let che Sufpicions look 
never fo ttrong’, ler the Affertions he quotes 
be never fo extravagant ; * Jet them, be: never 
fo contrary to the kndwn Opinions of the 
fame Authors, ‘and to other Ancient Tetti- 
monies cOnCEFnIE them: Det Petavius, nay 
let i Bafity Ferows, Photins', and others, 
fay wi eee pléate to‘thescontrary ; He is 
till c ieved "before and. againtt them all: 
And i spéicanibeno fufficient Reafon given, 


a 


‘3 to 


Soe OX, 


YO 108, 


£08,713. 


LEZ, e115. 


(16 ) 
to doubt of his Honefty and Fairnefs, in any 
Cafe whatfoever. | | 


(15.) That the Council of Antioch, when 
they condemned the Confubjtantiality in ex« 
prefs Terms, did yet agree with the Council 
of Nice, who eftablifh’dit.; becaufe, tho’ 
others have fail’d, Mr. Thirlby is able to fup- 
pofe how they. may be reconcil’d in thofe 
their dire& Contradictions ;. tho’ he cannot 
pretend to have the leaft Original Evidence 
for fuch a Reconciliation... 


(16)That tho’ Hilery&Phebadiusdo almott ex- 
prefsly contradict Athanafins about the Arianifme 
of Hofius ; and.tho’Fauftinus and, Marcellinus do 
exprefsly. contradict him therein ; yet is A- 
thanafius to -be: believed before them all, 
whatever they may fay about that Matter. 


(17.). That becaufe I exprefs my felf with 
Modefty and Caution in fome Cafes, where 
the Nature of the Things requir’ it, and I 
had not alledg’d my Evidence in particular, 
T am to be fuppos’d to have not much to fay 
farther ; and fo Iam to be laugh’d out. of 
Countenance for all thefe my Sz/picions con- 
cerning Athanafius. While on the contrary, 
Lam well affur’d that thofe Sufpicions are, for 
the main, very well-grounded ; and that | 
have a great deal of Evidence which has not 
yet been produc’d for their further Confirma- 
tion. Only the Caufe of Orthodoxy does fo 
very much depend on Athanafius’s Reputation 
& Reafonings, that he ~#u/t be vindicated ; and 
all the moft violent Su/fpicions in the World 
mufe be run down and ftifled ; if not by Ar- 
3 sument 


(17 


gument and Evidence, yet by high Words, 


and over-bearing Autkority. 


So much, Sir, fhall fuffice a@ prefent, by 
way of Reply to your Anfwer. For as to all 
your general hard Words, ill-grounded Re- 
proaches, and defpiteful aealleee éc, they 
require no Anfwer on my Side ; but Repen- 
tance on yours ; which I heartily pray you 
may come to, and may then obrain Pardon 
at the Hands of God, for this your Unchriftian 
Treatmentof me. And as for your particular 
perfonal Reflections upon me,as if I had con- 
cradicted my felf in feveral Points; had late- 
ly turned about, and yielded Novatian to the 
Orthodox ; that I expec the Millennium in 
about Four Years; nay, that T have attempt- 
ed to injure my Succeffors, by cutting down 
Timber unfairly on the Lands of my Pro- 
fefforfhip ; all which Matters yet fignify no- 
thing to the Points in Queftion ; I hope the 
Honeft Reader will better examine the Foun- 
dations of fuch rafh and falfe Infinuations, 
before he believes them. 

I fhall however confefs, that I have run into 


| two great Miftakes of late; the one about 


the Genuinenefs of the Arabick MSS. at Ox- 


, ford ; and the other about the Council of 


Nice’s {uppofed Condemnation of the Term 


| Created, as apply’d to our Saviour; but muft 


inform the Reader, they have both direély 
come upon me, becaufe I was not fufpicious 
enough, as to Athanafian Interpolation and For- 
gery in thefe Cafes: As the Reader will fee 
in my diftiné& Accounts of thofe. Matters ; 
the one given formerly, and the other to 
be given prefently in this Paper. © Which 
fort of Miftakes , how they can, with any 

C 2 Shew 


P: 85, 93. 


P. 108, 


Hilt. Pref 
P- 135 
Append 
P. 45, Oe. 


Remarks 
n Dr. 
Grabe, p. 
qian 48s 


Shew of Fairnefs or Modefty,; be chare’d up-, 
on me, im way of Reproach.s,at leaft by. the. 
Athanafians, J do by no means underftand. 
Only Lhope that thefe Impofitions upon me 
formerly .by the. Athenafians,.will make .me 
cautious, how.l:am again: Impos’d..upon.,by 
any of .them,...whether ancient-or modern, 
in fuch Matters.’ , 


Andnow Sir ,. after all:this, I proceed. to 
my main, Delign.; orto. give you and the 
World, ..not.fo.much.a new Su/picion,,..as.an 
« undoubted Instance of the, Difhonefty of »A- 
thanafss Which, if you think you, cam pro- 
perly Aafsver by half fo good Arguments, .on 
half. fo. numerous Teftimonies ;. 1 doubtinos, 
but. the. Publick. will hear again fromy your; 
but if, not, { hope.you will nor trouble,the 
World any further with any #l-erounded /- 
mufements about the Honefty..and. Integrity of As 
thanafius. ik bheeth lor 

And here, for greater Perfpicuity, ¥ fhall re- 
duce the, Evidence Lhave to, alledge, to-thefe 
Three Propofitions ; to be diftin@ly prov’din 
their Order ;.;To,.demonftrate,.. 

Cx.) That idthanafius does leveral. times. di- 
rectly afiem 5. that the Council of. Nice did, 
even in their folemn Anathema’s, condemn the 
Arians for faying that our Saviour was Crea» 
ted ; and that he put abroad. Copies of: thofe 


) That, yet,’tis certain this Council did 
not infert.che Word Created into. thofe Anathe- 
mas; but rather,» by omitting jt, did direétly 
avoid its Condemnation. |. 

(3.), That therefore Athanafiws was guilty of 
4. known, and wilful. Falfity and/Inrerpolati-. 
on, 


(19 ) 
on, inthis important Matter; and of volun- 
tarily propagating a notorious Forgery over 
the Chriftian World. | 

I fhall firtt fet down thefe Awathema’s-at 
large, from the ufual Copies ; and then prove 


the feveral Propofitions. 


Tis 3 Abpovres ty wore 7g bu He “Opty Javon Si - 
on xn 4 tne ex ovqwy emer’ if Ee éategs Yooe ay 
STAs, A eotag Qaloxov Tes Vet, Ca unsov,, | it Tpem ov, Socrat. 

d aMomny T Voy 7 Ye, Thr8s dvalerariCer ij xpIras Hift.Eccl. 
LiRy LTOSALKY CHKANGTCL,. | ae Pye 
.°; But for fuch as fay, There was a Dura- 4; paffim. 
tion when he.was not; And that he was — 
not,belore he was begotten ; And that he 

was made out of nothing ; Or that fay; 

that the Son of God was of another Sub- 

* flance, or Effence, [or that he was created, | 

or mutable, or changeable ; thofe the Ca- 

tholick and Apoftolick Church does ana- 
thematize. 


€ 
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I come now.to my Propofitions, and af- 
fert, a 

I.. That <Athanafius..does feveral times di- 
rectly afirm, that the Council of Nice did, 
even in their Solemn <Azathema’s, condemn 
the: Arians for faying that our-Saviour was 
Created; and put abroad Copies of thofe 4- 
nathema’s , with the Infertion of that Claufe, 
as condemned by them... This.appears by 
the following plain Paffages in. his. Works. 


Hayy 7, fays he inione place) vavyestev- 4. p.352, 
tev Umeyed ay x) oradel “EvarBioy résus ts ehuanv, Athanaf. 
Ors alnavrel yo ETE" Asya h, TO em sas Bolas, Te deDecret, 
Synod. 
Nicen. 
§.3. 2.210. 


Oesolp, 0 On unTe ATiqua, 9) woinua, pate TOL Ye 
yizoy Sty 3 7% Ose gos, Ze. * When all 
fv had. fubferiked » the Eufebiaus ‘alfo’ fub- 

® {cribed 
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(20 ) 
© {cribed to thofe very Words’ which they 
© now find fault with: I mean, that He 
“was from the Subftance of God, and 
* chat he' was Confubftantial: and that the 
* Son of God is not a Being created, ora Be- 
“ ing made, or one of the Beings that were 
* made. . 

And elfewhere;° 9°83 787 yollurres duds 
SmIyeIOV, TEED AdwVTHS SZ EK Ov TY F Yop ae CFE, R 
ANSI, W TeemMov, i wotnun. TIE érbous doles Tees 
dyddenander Hh dole © xodoamh enxancta® 2. TOA 
* For when they had writtén that, they im- 
mediately added, That thé Holy and Ca- 
tholick Chufch doés' anathematize chofe 
that fay the Son of (God was made out ‘of 
nothing,’ or was created, or was mutable, or 
was a: Being made, or wasof any other Sub- 
ftance,; &c. 

And again , AvréSeuod me 4. we aaenyyeder v 
ouved’ G; Tss Asp res Khe 5 ¥. mone’ xX, TA, --- 
dhe, F370 WO x, OF meTeges denxdTes Pyeotoroy +) + Yer, 
Emayeegov CSS, Ts} At2ovTUS MTEC, H woinud, WUE 
ux BvD, Wh Bore Ore tH HV, dveSeuanle F xpS0—~ 
Ama enxanoie’ x, 7. A, * Let them then; 
“as the Synod enjoinh’d’, ‘anathematize 
thofe that fay ‘that he is a‘ Being crea: 
ted, of & Being made, 8z0,------- For on 
this account it was, that when the Fathers 
had faid the: Son was Confub/fantial, they 
immediately added, that the Catholick 
Church anathematizes thofe that fay he 
was a Beimg Created, ora Being Made ; or 
was--made- out of nothing, or that ‘there 
was) x Duration when he was not, ee.’ 

This alfo appears, as to the Second Part of 
this Propofition, { viz: That he ‘not: only 
affirm’d this himfelf, but that he publifhed 
Copies of the Niceve Creed and its Anathe- 


Ma's, 
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(21) 


mas, with the Term Created among thofe that 
it condemned:]} by thofe two Gopies of them 
now extant in his:Works. The one isinhis 4.D 363. 
own and his Synod’s Name, to the Emperor OP ?.781, 
Fovian ; wherein they exhort him!to keep 7°? 
clofe to the Nicene Faith ; and fend him a 
Copy of its Creed, with its dnathema’s ; a- 
mong which, in all the MSS. are-thefe words, 
n xunsov., or that he was created... And that it 
was fo in the Ancient MSS. alfo ,- there is no fin “Are. 
: ift, Ec- 
doubt, fince Theodorit has the very fame. Words clef 1.4.c. 
in his Copy of that Letter to fFowian, in all 3. p.154. 
his MSS. alfo. © The ether’is inthe Name of + 
the Great Eufebius, when. Athazafius publifh’d | 
his Letter from that Council toshis Diocefe ; De De- | 
wherein the fame Words, # xnav, or that be ST: SY- 
; : nod- Ni- 
ovas created, are found in all the Copies; and cen. in 
that it was fo.in the Ancient MSS, there is calce §. 4. 
no Reafon to doubt, fince both Socrates, and P- 24°. 
Gelafins Cyzicenus » thofe famous Tranfcribers Soc: Hift. 
from, and Followers of Athanafius, have the Eccl lr. 
{ame Words in their Copies of that Letter of cee . 
; iss . ap. 
Eufebius alfo; which, as we fhall fee anon, Labb. 
they could have from no otherCopy but that Tom II. 
of Athanafius. For T-affert, i 35: P. 
If.. That *tis certain this Council did not 
infert the Word Created into thofe Anathema’s ; 
but rather, by omitting it, did dire@ly avoid 
its Condemnation. 
Now this Propofition I fhall prove, by the 
going over all the feveral numerous Copies 
and Accounts of thofe Avathema’s that have wt 
been obferv’d in Antiquity, during the entire 
Fourth and Fifth Centuries of the Church. 


to his Diocefe, in Theodorit ; which indeed |: 


(x.) Wehavea true Copy of Eufebins’s Letter Hi 
is P: 


A.D.325, 
Ubifupra. 


A.D. 345. 
Catech.V, 
Se&, 8. 
p76. 


(ito) 


is the only “one that “appears dittina 
from that publifh’d by Athanafius ; and in this 
Copy, in all the MSS, thefe Words are en 
tirely wanting. . Now that this Copy in Teo: 
dorit is the true one, and’ not that in Athana- 
fins, Socrates, and Gelafius, we are well affurd 
by Eufebius’s own Teftimony in all thegGot 
pies of that Letters For, * 200M 

(2.) Eufebius himfelf, in the’ Body. ofthat 
very Letter, goes over the féveral Difputable 
Points:which ‘he had figened, when he.figned 
the ‘Nicene: Creed and its ' Atathema’s sand 
gives his-own Church the Senfe‘in which, 
and the Reafons for which ‘he figned every 
one of them‘refpectively $' but'not’a Syllable 
of this Condemnation of the’ Term Created, 
Nor ‘could. he poflibly have’ figned the Con- 
demnation of ‘that, oft his‘own Principles’; 
which were ‘to’ keep clofe: to the: Words of 
Scripture, under every’ Article ; while all 
Chriftians, Ithink, did then own, ‘that ‘the 
Scripture did exprefsly fay our Saviour sas 
created. . Nor would the Arian Eufebius cer- 
tainly. interpolate that -Countcil’s Asathema’s, 
and put in thefe Words, on purpofe to cone 
demn his Friends the Arians. So that ’tis 
evident |; Eufebius’s Original Detter had ‘not 
thofe Words $» Tho’ "tis "as evident, that #- 
thanafius as them infertedointo. his’ Copy 
thereof. 

(3.) Cyril of  ‘Ferufalemm; in his ordinary 
MSS. has not the Nicexe*Creed at all: But 
in the ‘T'wo beft MSS. of that Author, ‘no- 
ted Roe, and: Cafaubon; ‘he hasia compleat'Co- 
py of: the ‘fame; and that as inclading the 
Anathema’s allo; but fo that they both en- 
tirely omic the Words? before ‘us. © So that \if 
this Creed does any way belone to Cyd him> 
felf, 


felf,we have here a moft ancient and very au- 
thentick Ea/fern Atteftation againft theInferti- 
on of this Claufe: Butif ic was added by the 
Tranf{cribers afterwards, as is very probable , 
yet does it thence appear however, that when 
and where the Originals of thofe MSS. were 
written, no fuch Claufe was own’d as a Part of 
the Nicene Anathema’s. 

(4.) Hilary of Poidiers, in his Book Of Sy- 


‘wods, has an entire Latin Copy of the Nicene 


Creed and Anathema’s, but without this Claufe. 
And if we remember that he wrote this Book 
when he was in his Afatick Banifhment, not 
far from Nice it felf, where the Council was 
held, we cannot but allow this to be a very 
authentic Eafterm Atteftation againtt it. 

(s.) About the fame time, Lucifer of Cagli- 
avi in Sardinia gives us the compleat Nicene 
Creed, with its Anathema’s, but without 4 
Syllable of the Claufe in Queftion ; and fo is 
a valuable Weffern Atteftation againtt ic. 

(6.) The Author of the Expofition of the 
Creed, among the Works of Athanafius, does 
alfo entirely omit the fame Claufe. So that 


in cafe he were really Athanafius, we fhould ; 


have his own direct Teftimony againft him- 
felf, asto this Matter: But tho’ that be not 
very probable, yet is ic plainly a-full Tefti- 
mony of a ftrong Athanafian again{ft him 
herein. 

(+.) Bafl, Bihhop of Cefarea in Cappadocia, 
has alfotwo entire Copies of the Nicene Creed, 
with its Avathema’s s bur not the leaft mention 
of the prefent Claufe ; and is therefore a moft 
authentick Eafern Witnefs againft its being 
gentifle. 

(8.) Epiphanius, Bifop of Salamis in Cyprus, 
gives us two Creeds-: The former very like 

D the 
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the Nicene Creed, as'it was afterward impro- 
ved by the Council of Conftantinople ; with A- 
nathema’s, like the Nicene, at the End : The 
latter fomething like that under the former 
Head,with the like Anathema’s ;in both which 
this Claufe is entirely omitted. So that here 
we have another Eminent Eastern Witnefs a- 
eain{t it. 
#.D.377.  (9.) Ambrofe, Bifhop of Milan, has alfo an 
De Fide entire Copy of thefe Nicene Anathema’s ; but 
I Col, 20 a Syllable of the prefent Claufe +, Who is 
467: thereiore another noted Weffern Evidence a- 
painit it. 
A.D.377. (10.) The unknown Author of'a Work, de 
ol. Eide Orthodoxa contra Arianos 5 inferted both a- 
mong Ambrofe's and among Nazianzen’sWorks, 
Wazianz, begins with the Niceze Creed, and its Anathe- 
Orat. 49, 22's; but wholly omits the Claufe before us. 
es (r1.). Rufinus, the earlieft of the Ecclefiafti- 
oe f°: cal Hiftorians after Eufebius, has a compleat 
SAULT, Ec. ° ° ’ 
clef J.r.c, Copy of the Nicene Creed, and its Anathema’s : 
6. p.ig6. but no Sign of this Claufe. And fo we have 
another Weffern Teftimony, that it is not ge- 
nuine. Nay, we have almoft another Tetti- 
mony here alfo, that Socrates took it into his 
Copy of Euxfebius’s Letter from Athanafiuss 
fince Rufimus, from whom otherwife he mutt 
moft probably have taken it, had ie not him- 
felf in his Copy. 
A.D.4:9.  (12.) The African Copy of this Creed, and 
God. Can. its Anathema’ s, brought from the very Coun- 
Diente cil of Nice it telf, by Cacilian then Bifhop of 
Exig p. C4rthage,and lolemnly read ina famous Coun- 
117. &ap. Cil held at that Place afterward ; nay,andpub- 
Bevereg. lickly inferted into its Aéts ; has not a Syllable 


saadert of this Claufe ; and fo is another authentick 
13, sig, VeFern Teftimony againft it, Hear the So- 
g13s.514. . 


lemn Words of this Council, and the publick 
| Mans 


Nae, -\ Fett Nero AGES dh A, ER 


(25° ) 
Manner of promulgating their Original Copy 
of the Nicene Creed therein: Aurelius Epilcopus 
dixit ; Etiam que duduns veftra chavitati intima. 
Vimnus, nunc patimini exemplaria ftatutorum Nice- Xe 
nt Concilis, fed & gua hic falubriter 2 noStris de- X 
_, cefforibus, fecundune ejufdem Concilij formam, vel 
quae nunc & nobis ordinata [unt, recitari, & geftis 
inferi. ‘’ Omne Concilium dixit, Exemplaria Fidei, BS 
&& Statuta Nicene § ynodi, qua ad noftram Con- 
cilium per beatae recordations. olim pradecefforem 
the [anitatis, qui interfuit , Cacilianum Epif- 
copum, adlata funt ; fed & que Patres, ea exem- 
pla fequentes, hic conftituerunt, vel nunc commu- 
ni trattate flatuimus, bis geftis ecclefiafticis infer- 
ta manebunt : 82c. * Aurelius the Bifhop faid ; 
* Permit that ro be now done which we for- 
merly defir’d of yourCharity ; I mean, that 
a Copy of the Decrees of the Council of 
Nice, as alfo what has been here prudent- 
ly ordain’d by our Predeceffors, or is now 
ordaind by us, in Compliance with the 
Defign of the fame Council, be recited, and 
inferted into onr A@s. The whole Coun- 
cil faid ; Thofe Copies of the Creed, toge- 
ther wich the Decrees of the Nicene Synod, 
which were brought to our Council by Bi- 
fhop Ccilian, your Holinefs’s Predeceffor, 
of Bleffed Memory, who was there prefent ; 
as alfo what our Forefathers, in Imitation of 
them, did ordain here : and what we now, 
after mutual Deliberation, do ordain, hall 
be inferted into thefe Ecclefiaftical Ads, and 
ftand there. és. And’tis here to be noted, 
That as the Latin A&ts themfelves have not Bee 
: - ; ande&, 
this Claufe, fo neither has the Greek Verfion Te ateny 
of thofe Acts, ftill extant, any Signs thereof. P54. 
(13,) (x4.) At the fame Council of Car- 4.D. 4192 


thage, where the Pope of Rome had fo early Can. Dio- 
, nyfp:204, 
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( 26.) 
pleaded a forged: Canon, of the Council of 
Nice for Appeals to Rome, and endeavour d to. 
bring the African Churches under. his Power 
thereby, ;.2 folemn Meflage was fent totwo of. 
the Patriarchal Churches of .Conftantinople and 
Alexandria, for authentick Tranfcripts of the 
Creed and Canons of the Council of Nice, as 
they appeard in their Archives. Which 
Churches foon return’d them fuch authentick 
Copies ;: and they were both found exaétly to. 
agree with their own Copy.,, brought from 
Nice by Caciliaw ; and, by confequence, had 
not the Claufe before us. So that Three of 
the moft famous Churches of the World, who 
had every one of them Original Copies of the 
Aés of the Council of Nice, and among them 
that of Confantinople, very near Nice it felf;and 
that of Alexandria, the Seat of Athanafius, ate 
moft plain Atteftations againft it. The Acts 
of the Second General Council, that of Con- 
ftantinople, have no Copy of the Nécene Creed 
inferted ; and fo are unconcern’d in the Dif- 
pute. Only while we know that the Copy of 
that very Patriarchal Church where they af- 
fembled had not this Clanfe, there is no Rea- 
fon to fuppofe it could have been in the Ads 
of that Council, had they contain’d a Copy of 
the Nicene Creed. But then, 

(15.) In the Ads of the Third General 
Council, that of Ephefus, near the Middle of 
the Chriftian World, the Niceme Creed, with 
its Anathema’s, is feveral times repeated. In 
all which Copies, whether in the Greek Ori- 
vinals, or Latin Verfions, this Claufe is entire- 
ly omitted. : 

(16.) Sozomen, the Ecclefiaftical Hiftorian, 
gives us an exact Account of thefe Nicene Ana- 
thima’s; but has not a Syllable of the prefent 

Claufe 


(27 ) 
Claufe therein ; and fo is another very value 
able Eaftern Witnefs againft it. | 


(17.) In the A@s of the Fourth General. 4.D. 451. 


Council, that of Chalcedon, the Nicene Creed, 
with its Avathema’s, is feveral times repeated « 
In, all which Copies, whether in the Greek Ori- 
ginals, or LatinVerfion, this Claufe is entirely 
emitted, And thefe Copies are the more high- 
ly remarkable , as belonging to.a Council 
which was held in Bithynia, the very Country 
wherein the Council of Nice it felf was cele- 
brated. 

(18.) To conclude our Enquiries with the 
Fifth Century ;. (and ’tis'to little purpofe to 
zo lower) Gelafius Cyzicenus himfelf, that great 
Producer of Spurious Records, and Follower 
of Athanafius, tho’ he has the Claufe before us 
in his Spurious Copy of Eufebias’s Letter, asA- 
thanafiusand Socrates had before him ; yet when 
he elfewhere dire@ly fets down the Nicexe 
Creed and Anathema’s by themfelves, he en- 
tirely omits it ; as if even He had never met 
with it in any diftin@ Copies. é 

So that upon the whole, all the Ancient E- 
vidence, that can be fuppos’d; of Original Wri- 
ters, Of Ecclefiaftical Historians, of the ftrougeft 
Athanafians, Of Patriarchal Churches, of General 
Councils, of Writers and Records in all Parts of 
the Chriftian World, and at the neare/t Diftance 
as to Time and Place; thofe I mean which ap- 
pear not to have copied from Athanafius him- 
felf; do unanimoufly agree, thatthe Council 
of Nice did not Anathematize thofe that faid our 
Saviour was Created, 

Corollary, There is therefore little Reafon 
to doubt, but the Words xztove and woinus, a 
Being created, and a Being made, which are in 
Socrates's Copy of the Synodical Epiftle of the 
Nicene 
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(28 ) 
Nicene Council, as condemned by them; are 
no better than Athana/fian Interpolation & For- 
gery alfo. For we not only know that this 
Council did‘not condemn one of them s as 

_ we have juft now proved ; butare to obferve, 

HiftEccl. that Theodorit’s genuine Copy of the fame Sy- 

L.1.€.6. nodical Epiftle wants both thofe Words . as 

Pit c, even Gelafins’s wants the latter of them. °Nor 

33-ap.Lab, does it appear that any Original Author but 

P.249.  Athanafius himfelf, afferted that they did any 
where condemn them: 

TI. Athanafius therefore, who affirm’d that 
that Council did Anathematize thofe that faid 
our Saviour was Created, and who infert- 
ed that Part of their Avathemati(m into Eufebi- 
us’s Copy to his Diocefe , and into his own 
and his Council’s Copy to fovian, was guilty 
of a known and wilful Falfity and Interpola- 
tion in this important Matter, and of Propa- 
gating a Notorious Forgery over the Chrifti- 

‘an World. For, that this Interpolation and 
Forgery was wilful , and done on purpo/e, ap- 
pears, becaufe, 

(x:) Athanafius was prefent at the Council 
of Nice, and a great Manager there; and fo 
could not bute very well know what it'was 
they condemn’d and anathematiz’d. 

(2.) Athanafius, however, could not invo- 
luntarily infert this Claufe into Eufebius’s Let- 
ter; where ‘tis plain it really was not; had 
he never fo much believed that it was genu-- 
ine in it felf. This was a bold Stroke with a 
witnefs ; not only himfelf to Impofe on the 

Church, by his own Interpolated Copy, but 

to make the World believe, that the Great En- 

febius did atteft to the fame Interpolation, con- 
trary to plain Fad, and the orher Accounts 
of the fame Eufebius, even in Athanafius’s own 

Copy of that very Letrer: eRe 


(3.) Athanafiuss very Church of Alexan- 

dria’s Copy had not this Interpolation, as we 
have feen. So that’tis morally certain, that 
Athanafias was not unacquainted with the true 
Copy, and fo as certain, that this Interpola- 
tion of his was voluntary. 

Corollary (1). Athanafius is therefore never 
to be depended on, in any Accounts which 
tend to his own Support, and the Support of 
Orthodoxy , without the ftrongeft Collate- 
ral Evidence. He that would not fcruple to 
Impofe on the Church in this moft Sacred 
Point of all, would hardly fcruple the 
Cheating it in Matters of lefs Importance. 

Coroll. (2).. The greateft Part of the Cur- 
xzent Hiftory of the Church in the Fourth 
Century, while Athana/ius liv’d, relying chiefly 
upon his fingle Credit at the laft, is of {mall 
Authority, and cannot be depended on by us. 

Coroll. (3). All thofe Novel Doédtrines , 
Terms of Art, and Practices which were 
mainly introduc’d into the Church by Atha- 
nafius, are highly'to be fufpetted as Spurious 
and Heretical ; fince he appears to have 
brought in his own Notions, Language and 
Practices, by the fame difhoneft Methods, 
that the Old Hereticks firft made ufe of a- 
gainft Chriftianity. 

Coroll.(4). Becaufe fuch Inftances of Fraud, 
Interpolation and Difhonefty, do not appear 
among the Chriftians or Catholicks till the 
“Days of Athanafins ; and yet appear fo fre- 
quently ever fince among his Followers ; our 
Old Genuine Chriftianity is not to be at all 
chare’d with, or fufpected of any Prevarica- 
tion and Infincerity on this Account. 

Coroll, (5), ‘ Since the Council of Nice it 
© felf, which ventur’d to fay chat our Saviour 


* was 
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was begotten, but. wot made; and which was fo 
very. angry atthe Followers of Arius,for their 
real or pretended Abufe of the Words Created & 
Creature,in thatCafe ; yet durft not, and did 
not. condemn the Ufe of them; we may 
thence learn , that this Council knew the 
Sacred and Primitive Writers had certainly 
made ufe of them ; and that-their Autho- 
rity among Chriftians was then efteem’d 
plainly undeniable. 
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